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REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  OF  THE  CHURCH  SOCIETIES 
OF  THE  DIOCESES  OF  TORONTO  AND  HURON,  READ 
AT  THE  MEETING  OF  THE  CHURCH  SOCIETY  AT 
TORONTO,  ON  THE  IOtii  OF  MARCH,  1859,  AND 
ORDERED  TO  BE  PRINTED. 


RBFORT   OF   THE   COMMITTEE   OF     TUB    CHOKCH    SOCIETY    OF     Tl»l! 
DIOCESE   OF   TORONTO. 

The  Committee  appointed  to  confer  with  a 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Church  Society  of 
the  Diocese  of  Huron,  on  tlie  subject  of  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  part  of  the  lands  and  funds  of 
your  Society  to  that  Society,  beg  leave  to  report. 
That  they  have  had  two  meetings  with  the  Com- 
mittee from  the  DioccbO  of  Huron,  and  have 
submitted  to  them  their  views  on  the  subject  on 
which  they  met  to  confer,  under  the  four  heads — 
Lands,  Commutation  Fund,  Widows  and  Orphans' 
Fund,  and  all  other  funds,  as  foUow.s  : 

No  agreement  on  the  subject  of  the  appropria- 
tion has  been  made  between  the  Committees,  but 
your  Committee  have  deemed  it  advisable  to  re- 
port the  view  they  entertain,  to  the  Society,  for 
its  approval  and  confirmation — if  concurred  in ; 
with  the  exception  of  lands  held  on  special  trusts.  Land*, 
all  the  lands  held  by  the  Society  to  be  divided 
into  four  parts ;  one-fourth  to  be  given  to  Huron, 
and  to  comprise  all  the  lands  within  the  limits  of 
Huron,  if  not  in  excess  of  one-fourth. 

Both  principal  and  surplus  income  to  be  divided  Oommutatio* 
in  the  proportion  which  the  sums  paid  by  the  .  *""^" 
Clergymen  within  the  limits  of  each  Diocese,  at 
the  time  of  Commutation,  bear  to  the  whole ;  no 
division  of  the  principal  to  be  made  until  the  last 
life  falls  in,  without  the  consent  of  all  the  Clergy 
who  contributed  to  the  fund. 

To  be  settled,  when  the  present  pensions  fall  widowi  and  Of' 
in,  on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the  risks  at  the    '''**"•*  ''•"'*• 
present  time  on  the  lives  of  the  Clergy  and  their 
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All  other  Funds 


wives,  witbin  the  limits  of  each  Diocese.  The 
income  of  the  present  Pensioners  to  bo  reduced 
if  necessary,  so  ns  to  mnlio  all  payments  to 
Widows  equal.  The  pre.ent  investment  to  be 
kept  separate,  and  a  new  fund  commenced. 

To  be  divided  according  to  the  scale  of  division 
on  the  separation  of  Montreal  and  Quebec. 


REPORT    OF    THE    COMMITTEE    OF   THE   CUUHCII    SOCIETY    OF    TUB 
DIOCESE    OF     HURON. 


Lands. 


Com  natation 
ruud. 


We   do  not  consider   any  trusts  which   had 
reference  in   their  administration  to  the  whole 
Province  of  Upper  Canada,  as  then  forming  the 
Diocese  of  Toronto,  can  now  be  termed  ''Special 
Trusts,"  and  as  such  retained  and  administered 
by  the  Church  Society  of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto. 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  Toronto  having  stated  in 
his  letter  to  the  "Society  for  Promoting  Christian 
Knowledge,"  in  the  year  1857,  that  the  division 
which  he  had  made  of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto  into 
three,  was  wonderfully  equal,  and  having  proposed, 
in  the  same  letter,  that  the  undefined  territory  to 
the  north  of  Lake  Huron  should  be  administered 
by  the  Bishops  of  Huron  and  Toronto  conjointly, 
until  at  some  future  day  another  Diocese  should 
be  formed  in  that  territory ;   we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  lands  now  held  in  trust  by  the  Church 
Society  of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto,  should  be  di- 
vided into  three  parts,  one  to  belong  to  the  Diocese 
of  Huron,  and  the  remaining  two  to  the  Diocese 
of  Toronto  as  at  present  constituted. 

We  cannot  understand,  why  this  fund  should 
be  divided  on  a  basis  diflferent  from  that  adopted 
.  in  the  division  of  the  land,  held  in  trust  for  the 
late  Diocese  of  Toronto.  This  fund  belonged  to 
the  entire  Diocese  as  much  as  the  land  held  in 
trust  by  the  Church  Society,  and  the  Church  So- 
ciety of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto  is  as  much  trustee 
for  the  Diocese  of  Huron  as  for  that  of  Toronto. 
When  the  Bishop  of  Toronto  addressed  the 
Clergy  on  the  subject  of  the  commutation,  he 
stated,  that  the  fund  arising  from  it  should  be 


8 


held  Hdcred  for  ever  ns  a  Missionary  Fund, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  entire  Province  tlien  the 
Dioceao  of  Toronto. 

Wlien  the  indenture  adopted  by  the  Church 
Society  of  Toronto  was  objected  to,  because  no 
previa  tn  seemed  to  be  made  in  it  for  the  ilivision 
of  the  fund  whenever  the  Diocese  should  be  di- 
vided. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Toronto  stated,  that  it  waa 
the  intention  of  the  instrument  to  provide  for 
such  division  whenever  it  became  necessary. 
This  is  proved  by  tlio  document,  bearing  the 
signatures  of  Rural  Deans  Cronyn,  Blake,  and 
Palmer,  also  by  the  opinion  of  the  Honorable  J, 
H.  Cameron,  furnished  in  writing  to  the  Bishop 
of  Toronto,  and  by  his  Lordship  sent  to  Rural 
Dean  Cronyn,  in  order  that  he  might  use  it  in 
endeavouring  to  induce  the  Clergy  of  his  Deanery 
to  consent  to  the  commutation. 

That  it  was  with  this  under-standing  the  Clergy 
signed  the  instrument,  and  had  not  this  assurance 
been  given  upon  the  faith  of  the  Bishop,  and  of 
the  Honourable  J.  H.  Cameron,  many  of  the 
Clergy  would  never  have  consented  to  the  ar- 
rangement. 

With  this  fact  before  us,  we  think  that  the 
Commutation  Fund  can  only  be  regarded  as  the 
property  of  the  entire  Diocese  of  Toronto,  as 
formerly  constituted,  and  not  of  any  particular 
section  of  it.  Were  the  principle  proposed  by 
the  Church  Society  of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto 
fully  carried  out,  and  were  it  so  divided,  then  the 
Commutation  Fund  would  belong  to  the  section 
of  the  Diocese  in  which  the  Clergy  commuting 
resided,  and  should  be  appropriated  to  those 
places  and  to  those  only  where  each  individual 
Clergyman  resided  when  he  commuted,  which 
was  never  contemplated. 

We  understand  the  spirit  of  the  commutation 
to  have  been  the  establishment  of  a  permanent 
fund,  applicable  to  the  whole  Province,  and 
therefore  divisible  on  the  formation  of  any  new 
Diocese, 

We  are  therefore  of  opinion,  that  one-third  of 
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Wldowt  and 
Orphuii. 


All  other  Funds 


the  Commutation  fund,  as  of  the  land,  equitahly 
belongs  to  the  Diooose  of  Huron. 

The  division  of  this  fund,  and  of  the  lands  given 
for  it,  will  of  necessity  bo  ft  work  of  careful  cal- 
culation, but  it  appears  to  us,  that  if  a  present 
division  could  be  made  it  would  not  at  all  affect 
the  security  of  the  I'ensioners  upon  the  fund. 

Tho  Church  Society  of  tho  Diocese  of  Toronto 
admini.sters  the  trust,  but  as  the  Church  Society 
of  the  Diocese  of  Huron  is  empowered  by  their  act 
to  release  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  from 
any  trusts  transferred  to  the  Diocese  of  Huron,  it 
might  be  more  satisfactory  to  both,  that  some 
plan  for  the  immediate  division  of  the  fund  should 
be  adopted. 

Suppose  that  the  fund  is  not  divided,  in  what 
way  are  the  Widows  of  Clergymen  in  any  new 
Diocese  to  be  provided  for,  since  they  must  be 
excluded  from  the  Diocese  of  Toronto  by  ibfl  di- 
vision of  the  Diocese? 

We  cannot  see  why  the  scale  of  division,  dififer- 
ent  from  those  proposed  for  the  other  properties 
held  by  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto,  should 
be  adopted  for  those  funds,  when  the  Diocese  of 
Quebec  was  divided  it  was  into  two  equal  parts, 
and  the  scale  adopted  divided  the  property  as 
nearly  equal  as  possible.  Tho  contrary  would 
be  the  case  were  the  same  .scale  adopted  by  the 
Dioceses  of  Huron  and  Toronto,  therefore  we 
conclude  that  the  same  scale  should  be  adopted 
as  in  other  cases,  and  one-third  of  "  all  other 
funds  "  bo  made  over  to  the  Diocese  of  Huron. 

We  have  given  tho  proposition  of  the  Church 
Society  of  Toronto  our  most  serious  attention, 
and  we  fail  to  see  any  general  principle  in  the 
proposed  division.  In  tho  division  of  lands,  it  is 
assumed  that  the  Diocese  of  Huron  Is  entitled  to 
one-fourth,  thus  assuming  the  unsettled  territory 
as  one  Diocese. 

In  the  division  of  the  Widows  and  Orphans' 
Fund,  the  basis  of  division  is  the  present  risks  in 
each  locality. 

In  the  division  of  "all  other  funds,"  the  basis 
adopted  is  the  scale  of  division  on  the  separation 
of  Quebec  and  Montreal.     As  this  turned  out  in 


fact,  the  division  was  nearly  equal,  but  if  this 
scale  were  applied  to  the  Diooeso  of  Huron,  it 
would  get  little  or  nothing. 

In  'he  division  of  the  Commutation  Fund,  it  is 
proposed,  that  each  Diocese  should  receive  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  Clergymen  Gommat- 
ing  within  the  limits  of  each  Diooes. 

In  settling  the  division  uf  the  lands,  a  fourth 
is  proposed  to  the  Diocese  of  Huron,  in  order  that 
the  new  Diocese  yet  to  be  formed  in  the  unde- 
fined territory  north  of  Lake  Huron  should  have 
a  share,  but  the  interests  of  that  anticipated 
Diocese  are  entirely  overlooked  in  the  plan  pro- 
posed for  the  division  of  Commutation  and  other 
funds. 

In  the  event  of  tlie  joint  Committee  not  being 
able  to  agree  in  any  report,  the  Committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Diocese  of  Huron  are  prepared  to 
recommend,  that  all  the  above  matters  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  determination  of  the  Lord  Bishop 
of  Montreal,  or  to  two  disinterested  arbitrators, 
one  to  be  appointed  by  tba  Church  Society  of 
each  Diocese,  with  power  to  appoint  a  third  party, 
the  decision  of  the  Bishop  of  Montreal,  or  of  all 
or  ony  two  of  such  arbitrators  to  be  final. 

L.  Lawoasom, 
J.  W.  Wilson, 
Sbckxb  Bbouqh. 


SECOND   REPORT   OK    THE    COMMITTEE    OF    THE  CHURCH   lOOIlTT 
OF  THE   DIOCESE  OF   TORONTO. 


We  have  bestowed  our  best  consideration  upon 
the  arguments  and  reasonings  contained  in  the 
memorandum  submitted  to  us,  and  desire  to  of- 
fer in  reply  the  following  observations  : 

We  understand  the  firat  paragraph  to  assert 
that  one  object  of  our  proposal  is  to  convert 
"  General"  into  "  Special  Trusts,"  to  bo  retained 
and  administered  as  such  by  the  Church  Society 
of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto,  for  its  exclusive  bene- 
fit.     We  cannot  too  strongly  repudiate  the  as* 
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sumption,  tlmt  wo  ^ad  any  such  object  or  intcn- 
tion  in  view.  We  were  uiid  are  decidedly  of 
opinion,  tliat  tlio  discretionary  powers  of  the 
Church  Society  of  the  Diocesa  of  Toronto  over  it* 
genenil  trusts  remain  unabridged  and  wholly 
unimpaired  by  the  recent  legislation ;  and  im- 
pressed with  this  convictioi),  appr  iched  the 
consideration  of  tbo  subject  in  an  amicable  and 
conciliatory  spirit,  sincerely  desirous  to  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  such  a  scale  of  division,  as 
would  secure  to  the  Diocese  of  Huron  the  great- 
est possible  advantages,  compatible  with  the 
obligations  which  the  Church  Society  of  the  Dio- 
cese of  Toronto  owes  to  its  own  immediate  Dio- 
cese. 

We  understand  the  memorandum  to  assert  in 
the  second  place,  that  the  lands  held  in  trust  by 
the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  should  be  d'vided 
into  three  equal  parts,  whereof  one  should  bo 
allotted  to  Huron,  bccnuso  the  Lord  Bishop  of 
Toronto,  os  is  alleged,  divided  the  old  Diocese  of 
Toronto  into  three  parts  as  nearly  equal  as  possi- 
ble, leaving  a  surplus  territory,  termed  "the 
undefined  territory  to  the  north  of  lake  Huron, 
to  be  administered  conjointly  by  the  Bishops  of 
Toronto  and  Huron,  until,  at  some  future  day, 
another  Diocese  should  be  formed  in  that  terri- 
tory. 

Wo  are  of  opinion  that  the  memorandum  has 
here  overlooked  a  most  material  fact,  viz.,  that 
the  Legislature  of  this  Province  has  assigned  to 
the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  as  its  limits,  the 
whole  of  Upper  Canada,  and  as  no  act  or  repre- 
sentation of  the  Bishop  of  Toronto,  nor  oven  of 
the  Queen  herself,  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment, could  curtail  limits  so  established,  it  fol- 
lows, that  after  deducting  the  Diocese  of  Huron, 
the  remainder  of  Upper  Canada  is  distinctly 
within  the  limits  of  the  charter  of  the  Church 
Society  of  Toronto.  This  being  the  case,  we  are 
of  opinion  that  the  fourfold  division  proposed  by 
us  is  obviously  equitable,  inasmuch  as  there  can 
bo  no  doubt  but  that  three-fourths  of  Upper 
Canada  constitute  the  peculiar  charge  of  the 
Toronto  Society. 


But  laying  the  r(ucitlon  of  territorial  Itinits 
entirely  outofTiow,  thoro  are,  incur  opinion, 
other  .voighty  conHitlerations,  which  in  an  equit- 
able Boheme  of  partition,  muot  bu  tnlicn  into  no- 
count,  und  which  fully  justify,  anil  as  wo  think, 
more  thon  ju-^tify,  the  equity  and  liberality,  aa 
respects  the  Diocese  of  Huron,  of  the  proposed 
fourfold  division. 

1st.  The  bulk  of  tho  land  has  been  grunted  b.'' 
residents  in  the  Diocese  of  Torouto  ns  at  present 
constituted,  and  vested  in  trust  by  them  in  the 
Church  Society  of  tho  Diocese  of  Toronto,  cither 
under  special  trusts,  or  subject  to  such  by-laws, 
rules  and  regulations,  os  may  from  time  to  time 
be  passed  by  the  said  Corporation. 

2nd.  The  necessities  of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto 
are,  as  admitted  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Huron 
himself,  at  least  equal  to  those  of  Huron;  and 
since  the  profits  that  are  now  or  may  hereafter 
be  derived  from  the  land,  would  not  suffice  to 
meet  the  necessities  of  even  one  of  the  Dioceses, 
it  becomes  a  grave  matter  for  consideration,  how 
far  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  is  justified  in 
resigning  any  part  of  the  property  granted  by 
residents  in  the  Diocese  of  Toronto,  jrhile  any  of 
the  necessities,  it  is  more  immediately  bound  to 
provide  for,  remain  unsatisfied. 

3rd.  Although  were  the  Diocese  of  Huron  em- 
braced as  formerly  within  the  limits  of  the 
Church  Society  of  Toronto,  the  lands  might,  in 
the  discretion  of  that  Society,  be  in  part  applied 
to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  Diocese  of  Huron, 
yet  such  disposition  of  them  would,  in  that  case, 
react  beneficially  upon  the  resources  of  tho 
Churoh  Society  of  Toronto,  and  enable  it  to  pro- 
vide for  religious  destitution  in  districts  outside 
the  Diocese  of  Huron ;  but  this  mutual  co-opera- 
tion has  been  put  a  stop  to,  by  the  act  of  the 
Diocese  of  Huron  in  demanding  the  incorporation 
of  a  separate  Church  Society  for  itself,  and  all 
that  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  may  now 
concede  to  Huron  becomes  a  dead  loss  in  regard 
to  the  Toronto  Society's  ability  to  meet  by  a 
judicious  management  of  that  portion  so  appro- 
priated, its  own  more  immediate  exigencies. 
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Wb  are  eincerely  convinced  that  these  consid- 
erations alone,  when  dispassionately  weighed, 
will  be  found  amply  sufficient  to  vindicate  the 
equity  and  liberality,  yea,  even  generosity,  as 
respects  the  Huron  Diocese,  of  the  fourfold  divi- 
sion we  propose. 

We  are  further  of  opinion  that  the  memoran- 
dum is  in  error,  in  assuming  that  the  proposed 
division  of  the  land  into  four  parts  was  based  by 
us,  upon  the  sole  consideration  that  Upper  Can- 
ada would  eventually  be  divided  into  four  Dio- 
ceses.    If  that  idea  vras  at  any  time  introduced 
into  the  discussion,  it  arose  from  the  Lord  Bishop 
of  Huron,   having  himself  insisted  upon  a  terri- 
torial  basis  applicable  to  only  a  part  of  Upper 
Canada.     That  it  did  not  originate  with  the  To- 
ronto Committee  is  evident  from  the  fact,  that 
the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  advisedly  rejected 
it  from  the  first,  which  it  obviously  did  in  declin- 
ing to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  Huron  So- 
ciety to  elect  upon  the  Committee  persons  to 
represent  the  interests  of  territorial  sections  of 
its  field  of  action,  as  distinct  from  the  whole. 

The  memorandum  next  proceeds  to  treat  of 
the  Commutation  Fund.  It  expresses  a  difficulty 
in  understanding  why  this  fund  should  be  divided 
on  a  basis  difr'ereat  from  that  adopted  in  the 
division  of  the  land,  &c.,  &c.;  and  in  contrcvention 
of  the  proposed  basia  of  division,  urges 

Ist.  That  this  fund  belonged  to  the  entire  Dio- 
cese as  much  as  the  land  held  in  trust  by  the 
Church  Society  of  Toronto. 

2nd.  That  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  is  as 
much  trustee  for  the  Diocese  of  Huron,  as  for 
that  of  Torouto. 

On  this  branch  of  the  subject,  we  desire  to 
observe: — Ist.  That  the  Committee  is  expressly 
precluded  by  the  terms  of  the  reference,  from 
taking  the  subject  of  the  division  of  the  capital 
of  the  Commutation  Fund  into  consideration. 
Its  enquiries  in  relation  to  that  fund  are  strictly 
confined  to  the  consideration  of  the  best  basis  to 
be  adopted  for  the  division,  between  the  Dioceses, 
of  whatever  surplus  income  may  accrue  from 
year  to  year.     In  orier,   however,  to  arrive  st 
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any  fair  and  intelligible  decision  on  that  point, 
it  became  necessary  to  contemplate  the  division 
of  the  capital  fund  at  some  future  time,  and  to 
lay  down  u  basis  for  that  division.  The  memo- 
randum expresses  a  difficulty  in  understanding 
why  the  proposed  basis  should  be  different  from 
that  adopted  in  the  division  of  the  land.  We  beg 
to  state  in  explanation,  that  though  the  basis 
proposed,  from  the  nature,  origin  and  present 
position  of  the  fund,  is  expressed  in  different 
terms  from  that  applied  to  the  other  funds,  and 
though  tl^e  reasons  upon  which  it  rests  are  essen- 
tially different,  yet  the  result  will  be  found  very 
little  so,  for  the  capital  fund  divided  by  four  will 
give  a  result  very  little  different  from  the  amount 
actually  contributed  by  the  clergy  resident  in 
the  Diocese  of  Huron. 

2nd.  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  assertion  of 
ihe  memorandum,  viz.,  "That  the  Church  So- 
ciety of  the  Diocese  of  Toronto  is  as  much  a  trus- 
tee for  the  Diocese  of  Huron  as  for  that  of  To- 
ronto," raises  a  legal  question,  which,  however 
it  may  be  decided,  cannot  possibly,  as  we  think, 
affect  the  point  under  consideration. 

The  memorandum  next  alleges  that  the  Bishop 
of  Toronto  stated  that  the  fund  arising  from  the 
Commutation  should  be  held  sacred  for  ever,  as 
a  Missionary  Fund,  for  the  benefit  of  the  entire 
Province,  then  the  Diocese  of  Toronto. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  relations  of  the 
Church  Society  of  Toronto,  with  reference  to  the 
Commutation  Fund,  having  been  formally  ar- 
ranged And  defined  by  resolution  after  due 
notice,  in  accordance  with  the  by-laws,  the  na- 
ture of  the  arrangement  must  be  deduced  from 
the  rules  and  regulation?  then  adopted,  and  not 
from  any  representations  made  by  the  Bishop 
personally.  Without  reference  to  any  documents 
bearing  his  Lordship's  signature,  the  Lord  Bi- 
shop of  Toronto  will  no  doubt  be  ready  and  able 
amply  to  justify  to  any  persons  who  may  feel  • 
hggrioved,  any  representations  he  may  have  made. 
But  the  indentures  and  the  by-law  providing  for 
the  appropriation  of  any  surplus  that  might  ac- 
crue, are,  we  conceive,  the  documents  inoterial 
B 


10 


to  the  decision  of  the  case.  It  is  plain  on  the 
face  of  the  indentures,  that  upon  the  decease  of 
the  annuitants,  tlie  Commutation  Fund,  or  rather 
that  portion  of  it  that  ishall  then  remain  unex- 
pended, shall  be  held  in  trust  by  the  Church 
Society  of  the  Dioiesti  of  Toronto,  "  upon  such 
trusts  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the 
clergy  of  the  said  Church  within  the  said  Dio- 
cese, or  such  other  Dioceses  as  the  said  Diocese 
shall  hereafter  be  divided  into,  and  in  such  maur 
ner  as  shall  from  time  to  time  be  declared  by  any 
by-law  or  by-laws  of  the  said  Church  Society,  to 
be  from  time  to  time  passed  for  that  "purpose." 
And  the  bj-law  that  was  adopted  simultaneously 
with  the  form  of  indenture,  provides  that  any 
surplus  that  may  from  time  to  time  arise,  shall 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Bishop  of  Toronto,  for 
the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Diocese  of  Toronto  as  then  constituted,  at  his 
own  discretion,  with  the  sole  proviso  that  no  sin- 
gle appropriation  shall  exceed  jElOO  in  amount. 
We  are  of  opinion  that,  upon  the  foregoing  state- 
ment of  facts,  the  nature  of  the  arrangement 
must  be  held  to  be  essentially  different  from 
tvhat  we  understand  to  be  implied  in  the  memo- 
randum, viz.,  that  it  was  intended  that  the  fund 
should  be  equally  spread  over  the  whole  Province 
upon  the  basis  of  a  territorial  division. 

We  understand  the  four  following  paragraphs 
of  the  memorandum  as  adducing  facts  and  argu- 
ments to  prove  the  spirit  of  the  Commutation  to 
have  been  the  establishment  of  a  permanent 
fund,  applicable  to  the  whole  Province,  and 
'•therefore  divisible  on  the  formation  of  any  new 
Diocese." 

We  deem  it  unnecessary  for  us  here  to  enter 
into  such  discussion,  inasmuch  as  the  subject  of 
the  division  of  the  cp.pital  of  the  Commutation 
Fund  is  expressly  excepted  from  the  reference  to 
us,  and  the  Committee  have  therefore  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

Widows  and  Orphans'  Fund.  The  memoran- 
dum expresst's  the  opinion  that  it  might  be  more 
satisfactory  to  both  Dioceses,  that  some  plan  for 
the  immediate  division  of  this  fund  should  be 
adopted. 
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We  would  observe  that  our  proposal  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  basis  suggested  by  the  Bishop 
of  Huron,  viz.,  a  calculation  of  risks;  but  the 
treatment  of  this  fund  may,  we  conceive,  be  pro- 
perly the  subject  of  further  discussion,  if  it  is  so 
desired. 

Lastly,  the  memorandum  refers  to  all  the 
other  funds  en  bloc,  and  intimates  the  opinion 
that  the  same  scale  of  division  should  be  applied 
to  them,  as  in  the  case  of  the  other  properties. 

We  understand  that  there  are  no  other  funds 
that  shew  a  balance  to  their  credit,  except  in  the 
case  of  the  Missionary  Fund  ■  while  the  General 
Purpose  Fund  exhibits  a  large  deficit,   which 
must  be  provided  for,  and  we  are  of  opinion  that 
the  Church  Society  of  Huron  should  bear  its  fair 
share  of  the  burden.     Any  accumulations  To  the 
credit  of  the  Mission  Fund  have,  we  understand, 
arisen  from  the  donations  and  subscriptions  con- 
tributed for  the  most  part  by  donors  now  or  for- 
merly residents  within  the  limits  of  the  present 
Diocese  of  Toronto.      It  has  not  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Society  for  some  years  back  to  invest 
to  the  credit  of  this  fund  ;  and  considering  that 
some  of  the  capital  that  had  accrued  to  the  cre- 
dit of  this  fund,  and  the  larger  proportion  of  the 
amount  c.  .aual'.y  contributed,  have  year  by  year 
been  disbursed  for  the  benefit  of  missions  in  Hu- 
ron ;  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  proposed  basis 
for  the  division  of  this  fund  is  perfectly  equitable. 
Should    the    foregoing    explanations    of  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  scheme  of  division  pro- 
posed by  us  is  justified,  not  prove  satisfactory  to 
the  Huron  Committee,  we  are  of  opinion  that  the 
only  remaining  alternative  is  for  us  to  abide 
strictly  by  the  principles  of  the  scheme  adopted 
by  the  Church  Societies  of  the  Dioceses  of  Que- 
bec and  Montreal,  in  the  division  of  their  pro- 
pe?  tj;,  which  will  render  the  proposed  referoncs 
to  ibe  Bishop  of  Montreal  superfluous.      The 
principle  of  the  scheme  adopted  by  the  Church 
Societies  of  the  Dioceses  of  Quebec  and  Montreal 
is  in  fact  the  principle  of  the  scheme  proposed  by 
us ;  nor  have  we  deviated  from  it  unless  at  the 
inst&nce  of  the  Bishop  of  Huron  in  the  matter  of 
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the  Widows  and  Orphans'  Fund,  and  in  the  mat- 
ter of  the  land  at  our  own  desire,  to  concede  to 
the  Diocese  of  Huron  all  that  the  utmost  liber- 
ality, consistent  with  our  other  responsibilities, 
would  warrant. 

J.  W.  Gamble, 

D.  E.  Blake, 

J.  HiLLTABD  Cameron. 


The  Rev.  D.  E.  Blake  moved,  seconded  by 
the  Rev.  Dr.  McMurhat,— That  further  action 
upon  the  Reports  of  the  Committee  on  Division 
of  Property,  be  postponed  till  the  Tuesday  bo- 
fore  the  Annual  Meeting  in  June,  and  that  the 
documents  be  all  printed  and  circulated  among 
the  incorporated  members  of  both  Societies.— 
Carried. 

The  Rev.  S.  B.  Ardaqu  gave  notice  that  ho 
would,  in  June,  move  the  following  Resolution  : 
— Whereas,  the  Committee  appointed  to  consider 
and  report  upon  the  division  of  the  property  held 
in  trust  by  the  Church  Society  of  Toronto  have 
not  agreed  in  their  Reports,  it  be  now  Resolved, 
that  the  Bishops  of  the  two  Dioceses  respectively 
be  empowered  each  to  appoint  an  arbitrator  to 
settle  all  questions  of  property  between  the  two 
Dioceses ;  that  the  arbitrators  so  appointed  shall 
have  power  to  call  in  an  umpire,  and  that  the 
decision  of  such  arbitrators,  or  any  two  of  them, 
shall  be  considered  final  and  binding  on  both 
Societies. 

The  Rev.  A.  TownleY  gave  notice  that  he 
would  move  that  the  decision  of  this  matter  be 
left  to  an  equal  number  of  the  incorporated 
members  of  the  Church  Societies  of  Toronto 
and  Huron,  to  meet  in  June  next,  and  that  the 
decision  of  the  mojorlty  be  final ;  such  mem- 
bers to  be  appointed  by  their  respective  Bi* 
shops. 
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